



Dear Haul, 


1/15/70 


With about 15 minutes before mail time, l have picked up some cor- 
respondence with you 1 laid sside l presume for further response. I’ll at least 
get started in it. 

Your 11/ 11/63: "What happened to 399". Please do not repeat, but I 
have photographic proof it has been altered. Bernobei is bird-dogging this to 
see if be can prove me wrong. Hoffman agrees. Ho one else knows. Going with this, 
the Archives claims to hove "lost” one of the pictures showing this (I have 
prints) .. ..FBI Ex. 1A 1-4: I asked ““ike Simra-ne for them two months ago. - have 
had neither copies nor a letter saying they do not have it. Kaye you gotten your 
copies from KT? There i s no exMbit of any numbering like tuis in the official 
list in tile federal Hefei ster. I’ll ask again. 

"On toeir refusal to photograph 399 on a scale for you". I accept your 
interpretation of th-= law but they have established o precedent by doing this for 
me before, with e different kind of "scale", a ruler. liowever, 1 am happier that 
they refuse to .do this for 1 have absolutely no doubt they refuse to simply 
because I can no account for all the attributed weight lc3s without the tiniest 
fragmentation at all. Yuch work has gone into this, ’.’ore than you hove seen in B5 
The rest will be in W II. 

P.2, 1st per: I have it in writing t-iat on the 'C material they main- 
tain a list of whet has been asked for that is classified. Bohoer end ° ohnson 
both assured me tost these requests ore filled automatic ally when declassified. 
They apply it selectively, c.r, as with the GA3*Yennedy family contract, on which 
you have my corr dps ondence with Bahmer, do it in such a way as to destroy its 
value to any but the favored. 

You refer to f ort’s Freep "interviews. If you can spare copies. I’d 
like to reed both, pr can lend. I’ll return. This kind of thing has been and will 
be major problem to be faced. I ,-want to be able to if 1 have to. 

SS449: This was made clear in one cf the suppressed I’errie docs of 
which 1 sent you e. copy and you sent me one when A feri.slr.id ®ina. And the copy 
of tlie handbill supplied the Be 11ns police by IT. 0. has this address. You returned 
it with this letter. CD7-.301. 

No arrangements yet for Pr&vda translation, but still trying. Expect 
visitor who may make individual slides (35mm) of 2. for me. If this entails making 
negatives, es 1 presume, others will elso be able to have. 

Your large and welcome/ wiling of the 13th arrived. T will address wha 
T can without checking, answer the other mail, an: return to that. 

12/3. I’ll eventually be interested in 18 hndbill copies picked up 
in Balias after 11/22. I nope you are keeping a separate file ca that. 

Going over the Tex.es microfilm is a waste of time. I believe there 
is little ir. it, prsctially notthing that is not in OEs around 2003 end elsewhere 
1 believed it had to be acne so 1 did it, w'^th s brief inventory so we’d nave ix. 
however, if this is wrong I’ll have a printout and you’ll hove the film itself. 

It is far, fsr from everything in the Archives of tais origin, ’’’her* is almost 
nothing with the file numbers stomped in a box in tile corner, for example, end 
th few of taese I’ve seen are the most interesting osrts of that file. As 
recall, there are -digit numbers, a dash and something else. No 3uch file in 
the micro. 





The O’Sullivan matter is neither simple nor clear god making guesses 
is dangerous. However, these things seem clear to me for reasons that may not to 
vou: O’Sullivan was close, politically, to Serrie and ^anister, and Ferris and 
B anister were also. O’Sullivan got his job under Banister, when of all tup men 
in the KOTO he wan selected by Banister's pal liubie Badeau, a real nut and a 
fascist-thinker. The Ferris "vice’' matter than is known was outside O'Sullivan’s 
jurisdiction, as ne told Liebeler (and this removed material was not removed on 
the transcript but after it was set in type). One possible clue: when tue Ferrie 
death became known and not before, Philip Geraci was kidnapped by 0'S and a 
•Jefferson Parish deputy who knew PG, taken out of Garrison’s jurisdiction, and 
sweated, could attribute significance to but two things, assum ng he told me 
the truth land his mother backed, it all up): that he had to have been part of 
Ferria's harem in the CAP (I believe Ferrie was then out of it) aid an slleged 
woman vice ring, with the world’s most unlikely candidate. Which does not make 
sense. How analyze their failure to do this after the Garrison case was known 
end before Ferrie war; dead? Risky. Possibilities include framing Ferrie, finding 
out what others could say that they might not with him alive, etc. To this add 
the fraudulence of 0(S’s testimony that Ferrie's plane would fly. It did. Inter 
and then, certainly then, for a guy named Wagner took a flight in it to evaluate 
it as security for a loan just before that. And, as 0’S knew, F had other planes 
available. Pena told me of two, in one of which ho flew twice with P. One of the 
things sbout O’b is that he knew of a 1TGFD Intel. Div. pres— assassination inv— 
estigation cf LEiO. He was not asked about it, and Liebeler also knew it. The 
only 0’S doc J- have is Cu889:49. ± will ccnr inue interested in him. 1 expected 
ju to carry this further, ihey did nothin^, which is par. 

Specter 0u49«, S1221. you »rc right and com«»*ln>e i'll try and do it. 

Time is always a question. 

Gettin stuff from agencies: 1 have meca this request so many times 1 
cannot estimate them, basin™ it on i.alrk’s -rdor. Rhoads refuses. Lisente re you 
comment, correctly, that we can* n t ex ect them to do s-"? o<* tbs searching, end 
that they do almost always respond by sayin* they iv.v~ searched the relevant 
files, etc. It is not quite that way, ss the copie o f my letter you have will 
show. °hey use a speeinl phrase, "not in the relevant files n-e the "’arren c om." 
and 1 slsw say 1 do not feare what files, that they can be in those supplied after 
the commission ended, and there it rests, with no further response from Rhoads. 

Here again, the question is time. But now 1 have made a slight start. I actually 
succeeded once in 1967 was was dimwi tied, not detecting it then and getting on bn 
it later, by accident, ^ou may recall have a. number of unanswered letters on 
this kind of thing, to several agencies and the Arch. 

rrice Exhibit: probably so, but with such things as wnat happened to 
CD371 vmen it became CE397, why chance it? There are statements not included. I 
go into it in a book that I’ll probably never finish, MANCHESTER mCiHAVELLI. 

There are significane omissions in the list of Price-exhibit statements! 

2H-349 Xi u mes does not mention Kenney's name. % note there also reminds 
me tnat among tue more obvious omissions in his testimony is Burkley. The testimony, 
if not the files, alread indicated this (2H99). 3 0 , Specter was going through the 
motions and leaving out wnat he dared. He Covered himself in asking the question. 

CD49:22, thanks. I haveit filed elsewhere. 

Your comments on Ch 18: I have now completed everything I can remember 
by way of annotations, have eliminated large hunks of does I’d originally hoped 
to Include, and as soon as I clear the mail 1 hope to add what I had to leave out 
in nasty drafting. Your comments are with it. I’d hoped to have Jims and maybe 
Gary's so I could do it all at cnee, but I do take what you say seriously, I do, 
very much, want contrary opinions, and I do assess them. The major difference 
is in out t liinking. Y ou think as a scientist and I ss a writer. 

Williis extension or remarks: Thanks. I never did get a copy of that 
tissue of lies. Need I tell you tnat if tue re had been any substance he'd have had 
8 hearing. But let me give you a , laugh about it. I was in NO once when Fred Sch- 
wartz was holding one of his so-called anti-Cimmunism schools. Eringuier picketed 
it! Imagine Brinaguier agsinst Schwartz, against "anti-Communism”. Xi e had" a saeaky 
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reason. Even for Him it was real sneaky, He picketed the anti-Commuhist meeting 
to give copies of this out: And, with the high jorunalistic standards of NO, hd 
made the papers and TV. He also used copies to get tomoeople who knew me. Inever 
bothered to find out how he knew they knew me, but it happened in two cases I 
Be call, one in LSNNO, one outside. 

0127:770? I believe this is the wrong number, ceftainiy on the lsst. 
‘This series is withheld. Is her name in the index for that page? 

I toke it you knew nothing about the J o_yner on whom I sent you the 
DPD memo saying Juosty had asked. about him 12/7/ 


Your 1/4: Thanks for the list of CD’s you have. If I can find a place 
to keep that on the desk rather, than in the files, I can use it more readily, 
which also means more often. Mine is on cards and is incomplete, lacking what I 
forget to_ add (not to frequently) and mat I got and filed before I took the time 
4 to card, i hope someday to get someone to make a list from them. V/e cannot take 
time for it. 

I'm looking forward to reading thv Bringuier book. That there is little 
on himself surprises me. It is entirely out of character. His ambition is to be 
the next Batista, -tie takes himself and that deviou she ss he calls thinking very 
seriously. That Ferrie is not even it it is wild, because he knew Feerrie and he 
is one of the last men Ferrie saw, as he once bragged. I agree with you on O.uirogs. 
If you have never met any o these people you. h.ve quite an experience to anti- 
cipate. The Birchers look like Plato compared with tnem. 

List GDs-notation on side: I nave none, i asked for such a list of 
non-CD^ files and was told none exists. It mi gat be agood idea to esk again, it has 
been 2-|- years since 1 asked. 

he 11 come to s rener again. For the moment, make on you agree with me. 
Does this at>t lend potential importance to all those guys? If, when ue is going 
over these things, ^ in can make a list of all tae Perris docs (the archives still 
hasn’t answered me) of which kn knows, whether of not classified, it would help. 

The others are less important, but potentially significant. I know elsewhere you 
sais Jim is doing something on Perris, perhaps this. Let me tell you tte kind of 
thing that fascinates me about M artens. This girl 1 knew once told me (and I know 
she and M artens and H US so palled around, having a double check on her) that Martens 
told her, laughing about the big joke, tnat I had tried to get WHITEWASH published 
by a CIA-publisher (her version is that he was ClhtBMx supported and protected). 

She didn’t remember the name, but she did the first ietter(she was often this way 1 
on names, like Bibber for Liebeler). It was, she said, P. She was right, Praeger, 
one of the first, where I was sent by a friend to a friend of his there, vho wanted 
to do the book, with an initial 25,000 in Hardback. Now, * nave never mentioned 
this, and I ask you a) how martens knew and b) if he was not her source, how in 
the world she knew? Also, the night I first interrogated her, Martens appear out- 
side, trying to get in-for the first time in years. The only time I met him per- 
sonally, keeping him out. If this is not definitive, it also is not the kind of 
thing that can be ignored. And all the other guys, in defense work, should have 
had security troubles, of which there is not even a hint. 

Hicardk on Shaw: one interpretation. However, another is that with the 
FBI investigation (ugh) of him and the camp, it should not. have be n, on this 
basis alone:. And since they ha d this and were looking for a Clay? (Ostensibly)/ 

Garry: No response. I wrote him again but forgot end sent copy to Hal only. 

Rhoads: to the pervious comment I add that it does me no good if they 
make only the WC documents available. I ask for those since and do not get. He 
knows it. It is not accidental. There are dozens of cases. There is no way of 
knowing which the others are, whether they exist, and when I get in in writing 
from the SS that they have given it to the Arch, the Arch says they do not have. 

’it bout 8n individual reason for withuolding each page, it is not possible to con- 
test, si it? 
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although, es you say correctly, much better then Epstein, is still in the -erne 
league, nss tae same errors, end tney ere not accidental. You know my own mis- 
givings, going back to early 68. I could make criticisms Brener doesn’t. But^he 
is like the TO, si&ecting what suits his purposes, often only in part, *nd some- 
times he is just false. It takes quite a local knowledge tnat I do not have com- 
pletely .enougn, but I do have sufficient to detect this in cases. On what Garrison 
had on i>ehw: I know of only one thing he did not use in prekim hearing that was 
persuasive: the Clinton witnesses, and they are impressive. What was lacking tore 
was what was lacking everywhere: they never followed through. They had other stuff 
tney either later decided would not stock or I persuaded them wouldn't. Where I 
persuaded, I checked out, they didn't, and they took my word. I am also confident 
. Ween Andrews gave *»im to understand as he did me, that Thaw is Bertrand. I am still 
not convinced he is not, though this need not connect him with any consniracy I 
also believe that even if JG hod it tight, it was very wrong to charge ^hen he did 
and without the most thorough check. Originally I assumed it had been made and =o 
indicate m 0 in NO (okay to let Mari?, have appendix). Russo, 1 nave never been 
without suspicions. Tue only doubt 1 really nave is did ne plant himself on ni= 
own or one someone's interest, ne was at one 1110 lit dist and never told anyone, 
until confront him, privately, and then no one got interested. If the 19106 was 
nonsense, what etevthe odds against the exact seouence of numbers repeating? 

^|am, I would not nave used, but there is another side. (In other cases, there is 
not-your agrument could be stronger your way.) CS237 is one. Speis&l they never 
told me scout, when I found out ebouth&m independently l/68, I also learned they 
xnew. 1 was then m Y, invited to meet him, and refused because a knew he had to 
be paranoid, -his does not make him wrong. Again, no check. It later turned out 
the place ne took them to had, at that very time, been Thaw’s property. Had thi« 
borne out aunng his testimony, all of tnat would have looked different, :.hatte r or 
not the rest is true. Advocacy is a fair description, if you use it as lawyers do 
meaning anything they get sway with is okay, it doesn’t have to be either true * 
or honest. Ora tue other hand, 1 nave no doubt about some of what Brener savs. I 
do not mean to su-gest he is all wrong. I remain with the same Questions of his 
mdubives. Those transcripts could not have come from the press, ore not transcribed 
y e stations, esp. the small ones, which do not even keep tapes, in strictest -. 
confidence, i hare tae wnole rundown, including cancelled checks, letterheads etc. 
on a special operation to do just this, end a real stack of such transcripts, with 
! special dummy government agency set up for it. Hal .can tell y 0 u more about this, 
i believe i once gave you a soecial indication of it. So, Sheridan is not the 
'at worst" possibility"* and it, is doubtful if Sheridan had that tiny L.I. station 
monitored on hisx own. 

It is not that I take offense at what Brener said of me. it is that he 
was dishonest. and ± have t- assume, based on what 1 know, that he knew he was, that 
it was no accident. I also have to assume Martens told me the truth, that he did 
spssk to Brener aft°r celling me. The area of doubt is whether theploy S 83 his 
idea or *'ac!e Martin’s. The second charge is an accusation of a crime, and it I 
do resent, more coming from a lawyer who had to know, at best, from his own 
comments, that he had the most undependable sources. "Th---ther or not T ens and JG 
did this separately, I neither know nor care, for it is possible. But I was never 
in th~s case or. any other, party to suen e thing. Reference to the different formu- 
lations o£ .all- one suggestion is that he did not do his owrn work or he’d hare 
caught it. ■ Ll e didn't know this business. 

Y 0 ur defense of his motive would be more persuasive if Brener did not 
have so. much material he could not ordinarily have had on his own, did not have so 
m^ny clients with so many links to the GIA, had done an honest book, srd knew what 
ne was talking about in every case or omitted what he didn’t know about. He who 
would teach the lope religion should himself go to church. I hare the same objection 
to aane, Sahl, Flammonde, etc., as you should recall. I agree he was wise not to 
maxe the mistake for which we are all indebted, to Vegmann/dthers. 

You raise an interesting point in wondering whether JG was pronouncing 
or bluffing. To this day i cannhot be sure. My best guess is that it is a combina- 
tion of his own ego and his unbelievable capacity for trusting those he never should 
have (and not trusting" those he should]. If it is immaterial, 1 believe he was in 
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each case sincere. I think he really believed what he said. I wouia not have said 
much of it under any circumstances, hut he and I are not the seme, as his attitude 
toward me reflects. 

Bohby never tried to find out what the critics had. One of these *o 
screened him from it is a Miss Stark. Mankiewicz has two different versions, the 
one you say in GOUT, where he says he is tne one, and a December 1969 one where he 
says Bobby had others looking onto it. Can you imagine any cnefk without any 
single one of us being contacted* 1 I bs d been to his office twice, written nim on 
numerous occasions. I have no doubt that tnere came a time when Bobby was trouble 
and asked others to tell him, but he was boxed in and was lied to. Including by that 
great liberal, Bianki.ewicz. I was but an hour away. xi is files show my offers to 
let them see wnat 1 had. There could be no check witnout this offer being taken up, 
for it included what was not published. But I’ll be very interested in seeing Soren- 
sen's version. 1 have ssked M for the names. No response. 

Thompson’s restaurant (this in on St. Charles and LHO was reported there), 
-‘■nternational Trade Mart: what personal knowledge could Bringyier have o ' this? 

O'r, these? (Bud said he is getting the book for me but l haven't gotten it yet.) 

Or Somoxa (who was a guest in I.O., undoubtedly involving Shaw). On your Quiroga 
suspicions, why not add his complaint that he offered to be a stoolie end wasn't 
taken up on it? And that he took Butler to IBO? And had a bif hur.k of money for 
Arcacha (from what source?)? Your conjecture on the individual who didn’t want 
his name used is sound. (0 in NO) and his reason is fiction, because he still had 
family in Tuba. If this concerned him, ne’d never have been doing so openly all 
the anti-Castro things he aid in N.C. 

1/12 on copies COUP, etc. Agreed on Mary's generosity, which she has also displayed 
in other ways. Copyright page: unless this back up on the title page it can be 
interpreted as a violation of the copyright low and a waived or my rights, kntxS 
while I doubt someone else doing it could be held against me, 1 do not want the 
problem to come up some time in the future and be a problem. Scotch tape is better 
than the stapled. They accept it at the LCorgress. On those you send me, do not 
worry . I'll do it. That special fourth-cl sss rate also includes" educational materials 

But whatever cl8ss you use to me, please insure. I just gou a bunch returned, 
ruined. Part 1: you should now have a go^d copy. Please let me, know the pages 
you found missing, in the micro. PM: I’ll send you a copy. Y es on copies to 
those you named. Your PMIII: I’ll replace it also, checking it first, ’’hey were 
all dons same time, but I may hove a better, blacker copy. I need one copy of PM 
no v end just cannot afford others. Okay on distribution here too. 

l / 12 on CDs: CD131:2. This is what they "lost" on Gary a year and a half ago. 

The checking is beyond my present capacity. I did not get the doc saying nnO's 
old outfits had neither records nor recollections of him. Host unmilitary. I he 
Commission had to know these files were incomplete. They preferred it that way. 
CElil^mery B rown could do nothing with this, if 1 didn t tell. you. I w ou , d be 
unwilling to assume the cutting out of letters is more li:<oly innocent tnan not. 

Comments on individual docs separately. Again, many thanks. 


Sincerely 



